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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

3. Claim 5 recites the limitations "the key" and "the socket" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

5. Claims 1-4, 6, 7, 9 and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Nissinen et al. (WO 01/94040). 

6. Regarding Claims 1 , 2 and 12, Nissinen discloses a system for semi-automatic 
cleaning in a beverage dispensing system, said beverage dispensing system 
comprising at least one tap (Figure 1,18) connected via at least one beverage line (26) 
to at least one coupling means, "tube," (21 ) for a keg or other beverage container (30), 
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said cleaning system comprising at least one additional cleaning line (17), a control unit 
(25) and at least one switching means connected to the control unit for switching 
between a tapping mode and a cleaning mode of the beverage dispensing system, 
"wireless code key," (Figure 6; page 7, lines 10-34), wherein the switching means is 
designed as an electronic key switch (i.e. a transponder), "wireless service key" (page 
7, lines 28-34). Regarding Claim 12, the switching means Is considered to be 
positioned next to the beverage tap. 

7. Regarding Claims 3 and 4, because either an electronic key switch or a 
mechanical key switch Is being claimed in Claim 1 and NIsslnen discloses having an 
electronic key switch, any limitations regarding a mechanical key switch can be 
considered optional limitations which do not have to be met by the prior art in order to 
anticipate the claims. 

8. Regarding Claims 6 and 7, the switching means has lamps (32, 33, 34, 35) 
which light up in different intervals (page 7, lines 10-20). 

9. The limitations of Claim 9 and 1 1 are considered to be intended use of the 
apparatus of Nissinen and are not being given patentable weight. For example, the 
apparatus of NIsslnen could be used In a process where the control unit provides for a 
cleaning Interval setting or calculation, the optical status indicator Is used to alert an 
operator when a cleaning is overdue, or after activation of the switching means there Is 
a preliminary interval where deactivation of the switching means will start a rinsing step. 
The claimed intended use must result in a structural difference between the claimed 
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invention and the prior art in order to patentabiy distinguish the claimed invention from 
the prior art. 

10. Regarding Claim 13, the entire unit of Figure 6 could be broadly and reasonably 
construed as an "optical status indicator," and the unit shows both text and symbols. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

13. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nissinen et al. (WO 01/94040) in view of Dillon (US 5,400,766). 

14. Nissinen is relied upon as applied to Claim 1 . Nissinen does not expressly 
disclose that the switching means in connection with the control unit is provided with a 
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safety feature preventing removal of the key from the socket before the end of a 
cleaning sequence. 

15. Dillon discloses a gas stove which uses a mechanical key to actuate a valve 
(abstract). There is a safety feature in which a finger (78) of the key operates with the 
cover cap (56) such that the key cannot be removed when the valve is in the on position 
(Figure 2; col. 3, lines 20-43). 

16. Because it is known in the art to use a mechanical key, as taught by Dillon, or an 
electronic key, as taught by Nissinen, and the results of the substitution would be 
predictable, namely, an effective means of starting and stopping a particular operation 
of an apparatus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention that the mechanical key assembly of Dillon could be substituted for the 
electronic key of Nissinen. And furthermore, the mechanical key assembly of Dillon 
would include a safety feature which would prevent the removal of the key during a 
particular operation. 

17. Claims 8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nissinen et al. (WO 01/94040). 

18. Regarding Claim 8, Nissinen is relied upon as applied to Claim 7. Nissinen does 
not expressly disclose that the optical status indicator is provided by a transparent 
socket illuminated from behind by a lamp or lamps with light of a different color or in 
different intervals, wherein the lamp or lamps are attached to or part of the socket. 

1 9. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to substitute the lights of Nissinen with a light source, such as an LED, and to 
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have the LED held in a socket having a transparent protective covering, yielding the 
predictable result of having an effective optical indicator. 

20. Regarding Claim 10, Nissinen is relied upon as applied to Claim 9. Nissinen 
does not expressly disclose that the alerting mode is indicated by blinking of the optical 
status indicator alternating in red and green. The alerting mode and alternating blinking 
is considered to be intended use and is not being given patentable weight. The blinking 
in red and green is considered to be a functional limitation of the optical status indicator, 
which is not met by Nissinen; however because Nissinen discloses a plurality of lights 
serving to indicate the operational status of the apparatus (see Figure 6) and it is well 
known to use different colored lights to convey different information, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use red and 
green lights as indicators for conveying different types of information. 



Conclusion 

21 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DAVID CORMIER whose telephone number is (571 ) 
270-7386. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 8:30 - 6:00. 

22. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Barr can be reached on (571) 272-1414. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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23. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/DGC/ 

David Cormier 
07/10/2009 

/FRANKIE L. STINSON/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1792 



